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Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for clove dry matter, disease severity and mean
clove number and skin number of Ramhormoz selected garlic

MS Sl Sl
ays oot a3l Aoy Sl oSl Sl
@37 o ST o o S A
o df. Clove dry Disease Mean clove  Skin number
S.0.V. Sl gl matter severity number
Year (Y) Ju 1 638.644%* 1.154%* 1002.77%* 7.132%*
Y xR Jlx S5 6 1.064 0.008 26.037 0.061
Planting date (D) IS b 3 17.522™ 0.712 ** 126.923™ 3.78%*
Y xD S b x 3 8.267™ 0.255" 65.609™ 0.194™
Error (a) Gl sl 18 4.021 0:024 28.801 0.685
Row Spacing (R) Casy o Alols 2 5.533™ 0217”7 40.692™ 0.03™
Y xR Cayny alolo x Jlo 2 0.675™ 0.007™ 17.90™ 0.111™
DxR s ol x S 50 6 1.67™ 0.201™ 17.798™ 0.095™
Y x Dx P oy abols X 31 6 XL 6 1.142™ 0.201™ 27.709™ 0.132"
Error (b) cls 48 2.829 0.011 17.987 0.376
Plant Spacing (P) S g o ol 2 1.729™ 0.099” 10.117™ 0.019™
Yx P &y Al x Jl 2 0.821™ 0.004™ 12.934™ 0.156™
DxP 6y ABRCE 5 6 0.390™ 0.016™ 10.064™ 0.158™
Y xDx P Sl x 8 XL 6 1.461™ 0.021™ 20.492" 0.537™
RxP 63 dliols X sy Al 4 1.202" 0.027" 8.246™ 0.451™
Y xR xP By ol X s,y 4ol X L 4 1.651™ 0.021™ 15.700™ 0.194™
DxR xP Sl x sy dob xS w12 2.467" 0.025™ 17.566™ 0.527™
YxDxRxP S By, dob x2S b xdl 12 1.130™ 0.015™ 26.285™ 0.357™
Error (c) cols 144 1.963 0.014 16.419 0.244
TN 570 Szl o 53 5l gime i 3 4 FF K
D> gre e S
* and **: Significant at the 5% and the 1% levels of probability, respectively.
ns: Non-significant
5 g aswiin (Solew cpl b Slas e oL G34mie 35 553 ()l ol YL Ol
! e 2ol 51 5 K55 slad st sy o (Koike et al., 2001; culoas 3,38
J=!sl 31 adlats 55 (Puccina allii) (s )law 3 s -(Schwartz and Mohan, 1999
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Table 2. Combined analysis of variance for yield, mean weight of bulb and clove of
Ramhormoz selected garlic

)3 MS il Kt
@7 > Shes Ea 033 ke 055 ke
df. Yield Mean bulb 4 e
T weight Mean clove

S.0.V. St gl weight
Year (Y) Jdu 1 572" 4265.801° 0.778"
Y xR Jx 185 6 69.876 247.066 0.069
Planting date (D) S 6 3 961.484" 3236.341" 2.034"
YxD S b I 3 103.319" 331.671™ 0.175™
Error (a) Gl sl 18 30.728 226.023 0.089
Row Spacing (R) B23) o ol 2 1437.537" 1168.207" 1.037"
YxR oy alols x L 2 44311 15.345™ 0.09™
DxR 3, Aol xS 6 6 8.793™ 14.631™ 0.02™
Y x D xP 3, ol XAl g, L 6 22.739" 46.492™ 0.04™
Error (b) < b 48 8.792 41.404 0.055
Plant Spacing (P) G5 o abeols 2 490.8925" 1462.156™ 1.528"
Y <P Gor abols x JL 2 7.635™ 95.076™ 0.069™
DxP Gy dolixe sl )6 6 8.037™ 23.010™ 0.069™
Y xDxP 65 Aol S5 5,6 x b 6 6.844™ 10.063™ 0.029™
RxP Gy aolx s, dob 4 11.075™ 5.58 0.017™
Y xR xP G g bl x sy ol xdl 4 3.146™ 16.547™ 0.015™
D x RxP 65 abolbx oy ol X )0 12 7.224" 11.891™ 0.006™
Y xDxRxP 65 abolo X Cayoy Aol x2S 56 x Yl 12 3.181™ 17.232" 0.014™
Error (c) cuel 144 713.958 38.340 0.048

.Z\,Zadu;,tcbﬁjb@u%;gz**)*

* and **: Significant at the 5% and the 1% levels of probability, respectively.

ns: Non-significant
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Table 3.Mean comparison of yield, disease severity, mean weight of bulb and clove and
skin number in Ramhormoz selected garlic in different planting dates

GBS 53 59) 5 Sae () ST s (65 055 5 e 0335 S S 2l
. Yield (tha™) Disease severity Mean bulb Mean clove Skin number
Planting
il b /. Weight Weight
date gt ) ght (g) ght (g)
05 Sep. PR 19.57a 6.4c 60.99a 1.81a 2.52b
25 Sep. e f 15.46b 7.1c 54.70ab 1.69a 2.67b
15 Oct. e YF 13.72b 14.9b 50.51bc 1.5b 2.78ab
03 Nov. OUTVF 10.83¢ 26.7b 46.10c 1.45b 3.06a

gl AN Ju}\cb,;;)&'u‘_;lu\;.\_;?;;,_A;Twuﬂuug@af,wgﬁagd;\»éu;Jgg,u,a)u&uasy

..'U)‘JJ )‘36;*6

Means, in each column, followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 1%

level of probability-using Duncan s Multiple Range Test.

cals Gl e b 45" (Khajehpour, 2000)
Sl e Bl 2 a7 Sl 51 Ol
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i gpaldas b3 1Y gdm) 550 Hls e
FALS 3 s el g Sl AS s 505
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SL5 L g Bl e e (s 5L 5> e Jol oo

D g 510 SIS R L 4yl
o3 FW Y Y s ST
a0l et Vol (F pdr) il o580
i Al RalSTs paly sl 53 CilS
J=le @l sl Loyl i sl 5 65l
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Y kal SHu L Slaz B Sl Sl 2
sl e 8855 ale 35 (S5 i Cohld
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S5 ol 31 a5 51 s Slas
oo sl ) (S 1800 S
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Table 5. Mean comparison of yield, disease severity and mean weight of bulb and clove
in different row spacing

) bl 3 Ses ST Ea 833 oS o e 035 e
O 55 5) (&) 5 (g
Row spacing Yield Disease severity Mean bulb Mean clove
(th™" o weight(g) weight(g)
20cm 18.93a 84c 49.84b 1.5b
30cm 14.53b 13.7b 54.88a 1.64a
40cm 11.22¢ 17.9b 56.84a 1.7b

LIl gan D3l 4 ezl e )3 SO glaals diar 0 ge3T ol y Bl oo wlie 5 G (515 8 et a3 gl ol
Means, in each column, followed by similar letter are not significantly different at the 1% level of
probability-using Duncan's Multiple Range Test.

N U= PR T PRSP WIS PR ¢ W g | FUNE Y Y WS S WP AR N PRES
Table7.Mean comparison of yield, disease severity and mean weight of bulb and clove
in different plant spacing

S o Aol > Sdos ST s o Ee 033 S0 e 033 S5
GBS 53 ) (% (%9 (%9
Plant spacing Yield Discase severity Mean bulb Mean clove
(th™) (%) weight(g) weight(g)
Tem 17.19a 9.9¢ 49.5¢ 1.48¢c
10cm 14.82b 13.8b 54.57b 1.63b
13cm 12.67¢c 16.2a 16.2b 1.73a
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Fig. 1. Mean garlic yield in different planting densities
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